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DETAILED ACTION 

In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 29 October 2008, PROSECUTION IS 
HEREBY REOPENED. The rejection set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 



Application/Control Number: 10/809,575 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2164 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 34, 36, 38, 40, 46, 48, 50, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

In claims 34, 38, 46, and 50, the negative limitations "does not include displaying 
either a time or a date with said web sites" or "does not display either a time or a date 
with said web sites in said list" is not described in the specification. 

In claims 36, 40, 48, and 52, the limitation "a color other than a shade of gray" is 
not described in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 34-41 and 46-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sommerer (US Publication 2004/0003351) in view of Pentikainen 
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(US Publication 2004/0073713) and in further view of Van Der Meulen (US Publication 
2002/0129164). 

With respect to claim 34, Som merer discloses a method for displaying a web 
browsing history, said method comprising the steps of: 

displaying a list of names of web sites visited by a user (Sommerer: Abstract, 
lines 1-18; Paragraph 57, lines 20-27), 

However, Sommerer does not explicitly disclose: 

said list of names of said web sites being displayed in an order based on a time 
since last visit by said user to a respective web site of said web sites displayed in said 
list; 

The Pentikainen reference, however, discloses a list of names of web sites 
viewable in an order based on a time since last visit by a user to a respective web site 
of the web sites displayed in the list (Pentikainen: Paragraph 100, lines 1-26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Sommerer with the 
teachings of Pentikainen to display a list of web site names in an order based on a time 
since last visit by a user to a respective web site of the web sites in the list for 
controlling display of data in the form of content pages (Pentikainen: Paragraph 1, lines 
5-6). 

However, Sommerer and Pentikainen do not explicitly disclose: 

displaying next to each of said names of said web sites, a respective graphic 
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having an intensity that corresponds to a respective time since last visit by said user to 
said each of said web sites displayed; wherein displaying does not include displaying 
either a time or a date with said web sites. 

The Van Der Meulen reference, however, discloses displaying next to each 
names of web sites a respective graphic having intensity that corresponds to the level of 
validity of the first path associated with each web site displayed; wherein displaying 
does not include displaying either a time or a date with the web sites (Van Der Meulen: 
Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; Figures 2-3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Sommerer and Pentikainen 
with the teachings of Van Der Meulen for displaying next to each of said names of said 
web sites, a respective graphic having an intensity that corresponds to a respective time 
since last visit by said user to said each of said web sites displayed; wherein displaying 
does not include displaying either a time or a date with said web sites, for enabling 
efficient update of a user interface element with time (Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 9, 
lines 1-3). 

With respect to claim 35, Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a method as set forth in claim 34, wherein said intensity of 
said respective graphic next to a name of a respective newer web site in said list of 
names of web sites is more intense for a newer web site more recently visited by said 
user than said intensity of said respective graphic next to another name of another older 
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web site in said list of names of said web sites that corresponds to an older web site 
less recently visited by said user (Sommerer: Abstract, lines 1-18; Paragraph 57, lines 
20-27; Pentikainen: Paragraph 100, lines 1-26; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 
14-43; Figures 2-3). 

With respect to claim 36, Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a method as set forth in claim 34, wherein said respective 
graphic next to said respective web site comprises a color other than a shade of gray 
(Sommerer: Paragraph 57, lines 20-27; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; 
Figures 2-3). 

With respect to claim 37, Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a method as set forth in claim 34, wherein said respective 
graphic next to said respective newer web site in said list of names of said web sites 
adjoins with said another respective graphic next to said another older web site to form 
a gradient bar corresponding to said list of names of said web sites (Sommerer: 
Paragraph 57, lines 20-27; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; Figures 2-3; 
Here the graphics for multiple web site can adjoin each other to form a generally 
rectangular region perpendicular to the web site names, and combined with the various 
color intensities of the graphics can be similar to a gradient bar). 
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With respect to claim 38, Sommerer discloses a method for displaying a web 
browsing history, said method comprising the steps of: 

displaying a list of names of web sites visited by a user (Sommerer: Abstract, 
lines 1-18; Paragraph 57, lines 20-27), 

However, Sommerer does not explicitly disclose: 

said list of names of said web sites being displayed in an order based on 
frequency of visits by said user; 

The Pentikainen reference, however, discloses a list of names of web sites 
viewable in an order based on a visit count (Pentikainen: Paragraph 100, lines 1-26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Sommerer with the 
teachings of Pentikainen to display a list of web site names in an order based on 
frequency of visits by a user for controlling display of data in the form of content pages 
(Pentikainen: Paragraph 1, lines 5-6). 

However, Sommerer and Pentikainen do not explicitly disclose: 

displaying next to each of said names of said web sites, a respective graphic 
having an intensity that corresponds to a respective time since last visit by said user to 
said each of said web sites displayed; wherein displaying does not include displaying 
either a time or a date with said web sites. 

The Van Der Meulen reference, however, discloses displaying next to each 
names of web sites a respective graphic having intensity that corresponds to the level of 
validity of the first path associated with each web site displayed; wherein displaying 
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does not include displaying either a time or a date with the web sites (Van Der Meulen: 
Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; Figures 2-3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Sommerer and Pentikainen 
with the teachings of Van Der Meulen for displaying next to each of said names of said 
web sites, a respective graphic having an intensity that corresponds to a respective time 
since last visit by said user to said each of said web sites displayed; wherein displaying 
does not include displaying either a time or a date with said web sites, for enabling 
efficient update of a user interface element with time (Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 9, 
lines 1-3). 

With respect to claim 39, Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a method as set forth in claim 38, wherein said intensity of 
said respective graphic next to a name of a respective web site in said list of names of 
web sites is more intense for a web site more frequently visited by said user than said 
intensity of said respective graphic next to another name of another web site in said list 
of names of said web sites that corresponds to another web site less frequently visited 
by said user (Sommerer: Abstract, lines 1-18; Paragraph 57, lines 20-27; Pentikainen: 
Paragraph 100, lines 1-26; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; Figures 2-3). 

With respect to claim 40, Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a method as set forth in claim 38, wherein said respective 
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graphic next to said respective web site comprises a color other than a shade of gray 
(Sommerer: Paragraph 57, lines 20-27; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; 
Figures 2-3). 

With respect to claim 41 , Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a method as set forth in claim 38, wherein said respective 
graphic next to said respective web site in said list of names of said web sites adjoins 
with said another respective graphic next to said another web site to form a gradient bar 
corresponding to said list of names of said web sites (Sommerer: Paragraph 57, lines 
20-27; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; Figures 2-3; Here the graphics for 
multiple web site can adjoin each other to form a generally rectangular region 
perpendicular to the web site names, and combined with the various color intensities of 
the graphics can be similar to a gradient bar). 

With respect to claim 46, Sommerer discloses a computer program product 
stored on a computer readable medium for displaying to a user a web browsing history 
on a computer system having a central processing unit (Sommerer: Figure 12), said 
computer program product comprising: 

a computer readable medium (Sommerer: Figure 12); 

first program instructions to display a list of names of web sites visited by a user 
(Sommerer: Abstract, lines 1-18; Paragraph 57, lines 20-27), 
However, Sommerer does not explicitly disclose: 
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said list of names of said web sites being displayed in an order based on a time 
since last visit by said user to a respective web site of said web sites displayed in said 
list; 

The Pentikainen reference, however, discloses a list of names of web sites 
viewable in an order based on a time since last visit by a user to a respective web site 
of the web sites displayed in the list (Pentikainen: Paragraph 100, lines 1-26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Sommerer with the 
teachings of Pentikainen to display a list of web site names in an order based on a time 
since last visit by a user to a respective web site of the web sites in the list for 
controlling display of data in the form of content pages (Pentikainen: Paragraph 1, lines 
5-6). 

However, Sommerer and Pentikainen do not explicitly disclose: 
second program instructions to display, next to each of said names of said web 
sites, of a respective graphic having an intensity that corresponds to a respective time 
since last visit by said user to said each of said web sites displayed; wherein said list of 
names of said web sites displayed does not display either a time or a date with said web 
sites in said list; 

The Van Der Meulen reference, however, discloses displaying next to each 
names of web sites a respective graphic having intensity that corresponds to the level of 
validity of the first path associated with each web site displayed; wherein said list of 
names of said web sites displayed does not display either a time or a date with said web 
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sites in said list (Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; Figures 2-3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Sommerer and Pentikainen 
with the teachings of Van Der Meulen for displaying next to each of said names of said 
web sites, a respective graphic having an intensity that corresponds to a respective time 
since last visit by said user to said each of said web sites displayed; wherein said list of 
names of said web sites displayed does not display either a time or a date with said web 
sites in said list, for enabling efficient update of a user interface element with time (Van 
Der Meulen: Paragraph 9, lines 1-3). 

said first and second program instructions are recorded on said medium for 
execution by said central processing unit of said computer system for displaying to said 
user (Sommerer: Figure 12; Van Der Meulen: Figure 4). 

With respect to claim 47, Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a computer program product as set forth in claim 46, wherein 
said intensity of said respective graphic next to a name of a respective newer web site 
in said list of names of web sites is more intense for a newer web site more recently 
visited by said user than said intensity of said respective graphic next to another name 
of another older web site in said list of names of web sites that corresponds to an older 
web site less recently visited by said user (Sommerer: Abstract, lines 1-18; Paragraph 
57, lines 20-27; Pentikainen: Paragraph 100, lines 1-26; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 
49, lines 14-43; Figures 2-3). 
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With respect to claim 48, Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a computer program product as set forth in claim 46, wherein 
said respective graphic next to said respective web site comprises a color other than a 
shade of gray (Sommerer: Paragraph 57, lines 20-27; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, 
lines 14-43; Figures 2-3). 

With respect to claim 49, Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a computer program product as set forth in claim 46, wherein 
said respective graphic next to said respective newer web site in said list of names of 
said web sites adjoins with said another respective graphic next to said another older 
web site to form a gradient bar corresponding to said list of names of said web sites 
(Sommerer: Paragraph 57, lines 20-27; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; 
Figures 2-3; Here the graphics for multiple web site can adjoin each other to form a 
generally rectangular region perpendicular to the web site names, and combined with 
the various color intensities of the graphics can be similar to a gradient bar). 

With respect to claim 50, Sommerer discloses a computer program product 
stored on a computer readable medium for displaying to a user a web browsing history 
on a computer system having a central processing unit (Sommerer: Figure 12), said 
computer program product comprising: 

a computer readable medium (Sommerer: Figure 12); 

first program instructions to display a list of names of web sites visited by a user 
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(Sommerer: Abstract, lines 1-18; Paragraph 57, lines 20-27), 

However, Sommerer does not explicitly disclose: 

said list of names of said web sites being displayed in an order based on 
frequency of visits by said user; 

The Pentikainen reference, however, discloses a list of names of web sites 
viewable in an order based on a visit count (Pentikainen: Paragraph 100, lines 1-26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Sommerer with the 
teachings of Pentikainen to display a list of web site names in an order based on 
frequency of visits by a user for controlling display of data in the form of content pages 
(Pentikainen: Paragraph 1, lines 5-6). 

However, Sommerer and Pentikainen do not explicitly disclose: 

second program instructions to display, next to each of said names of said web 
sites, of a respective graphic having an intensity that corresponds to a respective time 
since last visit by said user to said each of said web sites displayed; wherein said list of 
names of said web sites displayed does not display either a time or a date with said web 
sites in said list; 

The Van Der Meulen reference, however, discloses displaying next to each 
names of web sites a respective graphic having intensity that corresponds to the level of 
validity of the first path associated with each web site displayed; wherein said list of 
names of said web sites displayed does not display either a time or a date with said web 
sites in said list (Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; Figures 2-3). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Sommerer and Pentikainen 
with the teachings of Van Der Meulen for displaying next to each of said names of said 
web sites, a respective graphic having an intensity that corresponds to a respective time 
since last visit by said user to said each of said web sites displayed; wherein said list of 
names of said web sites displayed does not display either a time or a date with said web 
sites in said list, for enabling efficient update of a user interface element with time (Van 
Der Meulen: Paragraph 9, lines 1-3). 

said first and second program instructions are recorded on said medium for 
execution by said central processing unit of said computer system for displaying to said 
user (Sommerer: Figure 12; Van Der Meulen: Figure 4). 

With respect to claim 51 , Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a computer program product as set forth in claim 50, wherein 
said intensity of said respective graphic next to a name of a respective web site in said 
list of names of web sites is more intense for a web site more frequently visited by said 
user than said intensity of said respective graphic next to another name of another web 
site in said list of names of said web sites that corresponds to another web site less 
frequently visited by said user (Sommerer: Abstract, lines 1-18; Paragraph 57, lines 20- 
27; Pentikainen: Paragraph 100, lines 1-26; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 14- 
43; Figures 2-3). 
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With respect to claim 52, Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a computer program product as set forth in claim 51 , wherein 
said respective graphic next to said respective web site comprises a color other than a 
shade of gray (Sommerer: Paragraph 57, lines 20-27; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, 
lines 14-43; Figures 2-3). 

With respect to claim 53, Sommerer in view of Pentikainen and in further view of 
Van Der Meulen discloses a computer program product as set forth in claim 51 , wherein 
said respective graphic next to said respective web site in said list of names of web 
sites adjoins with said another respective graphic next to said another web site to form a 
gradient bar corresponding to list of names of said web sites (Sommerer: Paragraph 57, 
lines 20-27; Van Der Meulen: Paragraph 49, lines 14-43; Figures 2-3; Here the graphics 
for multiple web site can adjoin each other to form a generally rectangular region 
perpendicular to the web site names, and combined with the various color intensities of 
the graphics can be similar to a gradient bar). 

Remarks 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 34-41 , and 46-53 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571)272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 2164 
January 20, 2008 
/Charles Rones/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2164 



